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Iir, Hllfcjn he hcCrcii^ht, Uhli^f 

P0IA/i*A hraiioh 

yiil 

\<aslii.i/,toii , i>.C* 

Uii >r V. .;cC/’relght, 

In yuur h i.tcr *.f iionl 1?, which did not rach rur. until todAy^j^j^ A->f quote 
froi. wiu^it you reprooont as the one anti oidy af idavit provided by **ir. Bernard if’enstei'- 
wald in co. nectiun with loy requesto i.. C.A.7‘j-VjS>6. 

^ou .‘:tate tiiat tld.i ia in r^upoiide to tuy iiarch I'j li^ttor to the Knoxville fioifl 
ollice, withxii«.irrl to thia you refer to corroctioii of .<hat 1 recall as aorioue factual 
error in tlioir letter to im as ’’c^ilrifioatioiu" 

foi'liaps you cn provide some ’*clarj.ficati on*' with to tht. Foiit-terwaid 

release. 

iom jrOL Kinil puoU£^ to ciieok your files /and deterLdne whether Mr. Fensterwald 
provided a ot>cond affidavltV '.^oula ^ou the.i care to dcteruine wlietuer tlie limitation 
you i. torprot in tlv fir t afMdnvit exista iu a second affidavit I thiink I recall? 

If iiiy r. collection ia correct, would you then please direct all the fiAld offices 
to wliich 1 did send copiuL^ of tU.; ref.usnt and afid.davAt to iiroupt c-OLipliance? T)ie Kiioxp- 
^11^=^ li*-ld of 4. ice is not the only one to Imve taivcn what 1 believe is an excessively 
r<.‘strictive view of tho requests* 

xMs r*3quo3tB iii Cl^<OBtion uacx ji*or« tlian nino y«.*ars* The matter is still bi-fore 
th*' court. I. have call, d to the attention of the Fdl tliat it lias witlitiljbd from me 
other records it should luiva provided under the saiver from wames iiurl ^^ay. i^iony 
months have passed and I have had no response at all fron. th<; FUI. 

Thin reminds nc othar rLii.ns to orl vacy I belj^vi ate not justiliod and about 
which 1 have written the FBI without responseg One example of this is one J.C. Hardin* 
Another is F orris Davis* 

Thero are others* 

ifUve months ago I provided the FBI with a limited, list of those who were pxdLaonex^* 
Since then, despite proa as iz.a\%=. to ns and to tlv: court, tiic FBI has buou totally silent » 
totally non— ro.iponcive. The list was jirovided nt the r-fquest of the Fiil* 

i liave no desire for tiiere to be any genuine violation of legitimate privacy 
concerns* 

liowevor, I also h/tve no dosire for Uiselesc £inn uiu^ccadsary /privacy claims to be 
uiiod as a moans of nori-complirtnce* 


oinoMroly p 


liarold «/eisborg 


